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Office Action Summary

Application No.

09/409,594

Applicant(s)

BASSETTETAL

Examiner

Jason P. Salce

Art Unit

2623

Period for Reply

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS,

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION
Btte^sions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1136(a). tn no event, however, may a reply be tjmely filed

- Failure toreply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application^^^^^^^^ US
u£ §

1 33).

^y reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if fcmeiy filed, may reduce any

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b).

Status

I )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 February 2006.

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final.

3)Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213.

Disposition of Claims

4)^ Claim(s) 1^44 is/are pending in the application.

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration.

5)D Claim(s) is/are allowed.

6)E3 Claim(s) 1-44 is/are rejected.

7)D Claim(s) is/are objected to.

8)D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement.

Application Papers

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner.

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner.

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a).

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d).

I I) The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52.

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f).

a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of:

1. Certified copies of the priority documents have been received.

2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No
^.j |

V/eriHieU UUpica Ui uic ^iiuiiijr wx/uiiiv.»w

3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)).

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received.

Attachment(s)

1) Notice of References Cited (PTO-892)

2) Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948)

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08)

Paper No(s)/Mail Date .

4)Q Interview Summary (PTO-413)

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. .

5)D Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52)

6) Other: .

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 04252006
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DETAILED ACTION

1 . In view of the appeal brief filed on 4/9/04, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY

REOPENED. A new grounds of rejection set forth below.

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the

following two options:

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply

under 37 CFR 1 .1 1 3 (if this Office action is final); or,

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal.

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied

by a supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130,

1 . 1 31 or 1 . 1 32) or other evidence are permitted . See 37 CFR 1 . 1 93(b)(2).

After further consideration, the examiner has found that the omitting limitations in

conjunction with the remaining limitations of the claims, are not supported by the

specification and a 1 12 1
st Paragraph is presented below.

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112:

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of

making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the

art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall

set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention.

Claims 1-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to

comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter,

which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to
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one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed,

had possession of the claimed invention.

Regarding the independent claims, the claims recite, "altering ones of the

selected video streams and ones of the selected audio streams for the event, wherein

the altering step selectively omits content of at least one of the selected streams while

retaining other content for presentation to produce an altered stream". The examiner

notes that the only section in the Applicant's specification of the instant application that

discusses altering by omitting content from the video or audio streams can be found on

Page 12, Lines 27-29, which states, "Depending on the user input, some portions of the

video and audio data streams may be presented while others are omitted'. The claim

then recites the limitation, "presenting the selected and altered streams concurrent!/,

which is supported on Page 22, Line 32 through Page 23, Line 11 of the instant

application's specification.

The entire process of Figure 8, which is discussed further on Pages 21-23 of the

instant application's specification, states nothing about omitting content from the

streams. Instead, the only altering done in the process of Figures 8 to the audio and

video streams are completely opposite from omitting content (such as changing the

volume of the audio streams or the opacity of the video streams). Therefore, the

specification fails to teach how the system would concurrently present selected and

altered video and audio streams, where the altered stream(s) are ones that have

omitted content while retaining other content for presentation.
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Claims 1-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to

comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which

was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to

which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the

invention.

Regarding the independent claims, the claims recite, "altering ones of the

selected video streams and ones of the selected audio streams for the event, wherein

the altering step selectively omits content of at least one of the selected streams while

retaining other content for presentation to produce an altered stream". The examiner

notes that the only section in the Applicant's specification of the instant application that

discusses altering by omitting content from the video or audio streams can be found on

Page 12, Lines 27-29, which states, "Depending on the user input, some portions of the

video and audio data streams may be presented while others are omitted". The claim

then recites the limitation, "presenting the selected and altered streams concurrently",

which is supported on Page 22, Line 32 through Page 23, Line 1 1 of the instant

application's specification.

Note that since Applicant's system omits portions from the video and audio

streams and presents the others, then clearly the omitted portions of the video and

audio streams are not displayed : therefore the system is not be capable of displaying

both the omitted and selected portions concurrently.

Furthermore, the specification states on Page 22, Line 32 through Page 23, Line

3 that "Once the media streams are selected and configured the audio and video
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streams are synchronized to each other". Clearly the audio and video streams are both

selected and configured before concurrent display, therefore since the audio and video

streams are both selected and configured before synchronous display, the system is

not be capable of displaying both the omitted and selected portions concurrently.

examiner should be directed to Jason P. Salce whose telephone number is (571) 272-

7301 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am-6pm.

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's

supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for

the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300.

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only.

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free).

Conclusion

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the

Jason P Salce

Patent Examiner

Art Unit 2623

April 25, 2006

^ JOHN MILLER

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER

TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600


